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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:

The SEA staff developed the Part B Annual Performance Report (APR) reviewing baseline data,
targets and improvement activities, and drafting a report for each indicator. Once draft indicator
reports were written, stakeholder groups provided input regarding these three components and
comments were compiled. Stakeholder groups included the state Special Education Advisory
Panel (SEAP), the Area Education Agencies (AEA) administration, the lowa Department of
Education staff, and the lowa Behavioral Alliance.

Consistent with comments in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) Response Table from OSEP, for
Indicator 1, the SEA will report on progress or slippage on the required measurement, on
improvement activities described in the State Performance Plan that were implemented in FFY
2007 (2007-2008), the outcomes of improvement activities implemented in FFY 2007 (2007-
2008), and changes to improvement activities to be reported on for FFY 2008 (2008-2009).

The SEA will report to the public progress/and or slippage in meeting the “measurable and
rigorous targets” found in the SPP/APR by posting on the State of lowa Department of Education
website
(http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=5
52&Itemid=592) sometime after Feb 1, 2009 but no later than April 2, 2009, the FFY 2007 (2007-
2008) APR submitted to OSEP. Any changes to the SPP accepted by OSEP will be posted within
30 days of receipt of the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) response letter to lowa expected for receipt prior
to July 1, 2009.

Performance of AEAs and LEAs on appropriate indicators will be posted by June 2, 2009. AEA
profiles are posted at: http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/599/586/, district profiles are
posted at: http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/600/586/.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 1. Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma
compared to percent of all youth in the State graduating with a regular diploma.

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))
The following measurement for this indicator was a requirement of the Office of Special Education

Programs (OSEP) for both the six year State Performance Plan and each Annual Performance
Report.

Measurement: Measurement for youth with IEPs should be the same measurement as for
all youth. Explain calculation.

The percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school compared to the percent of all youth
graduating from high school with a regular diploma is a performance indicator. Therefore, each
state was allowed by OSEP to set their own target from baseline data. The SEA, with input from
stakeholder groups, established measurable rigorous targets ranging from a gap of 11.7% to
9.2% for the six-year State Performance Plan.

Graduation in the State of lowa is defined as (1) a student who has received a regular diploma

who completed all unmodified district graduation requirements in the standard number of four
years, or (2) students receiving a regular diploma from an alternative placement within the district,
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or who have had the requirements modified in accordance with a disability. Students who have
finished the high school program but did not earn a diploma, or earned a certificate of attendance
or other credential in lieu of a diploma are not considered graduates (lowa NCLB Accountability

Workbook).

Graduation is calculated as the number of students who graduated with a regular high school
diploma divided by the total number of 12" graders and multiplying by 100. The measurement for
the graduation gap is calculated as:

([Number of Total Graduates/Total Enroliment] x 100) — ([Number of IEP Graduates/IEP
Enrollment] x 100).

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007
(2007-2008)

The gap between the percent of youth with IEPs graduating high school with a regular
diploma and the percent of all youth graduating high school with a regular diploma in the
State will be no greater than 10.70%.

Actual Target Data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):
Actual target data for Indicator B1 for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) are summarized in Figure B1.1.
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Figure B1.1. Gap between percent of youth with IEPs graduating high school with a regular diploma and percent
of all youth graduating high school with a regular diploma. Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER ,
FFY 2004 (2004-2005) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

As depicted in Figure B1.1, lowa did not meet the target for Indicator 1 for FFY 2007 (2007-2008).
The actual target data was a gap of 15.25%, while the measureable and rigorous target was

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)
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10.70%. The data in FFY 2007 (2007-2008) represent slippage of 0.06% from the data reported
for FFY 2006 (2006-2007).

Table B1.1 provides numbers and percentages for each AEA and the State for: (a) Number of
Youth with IEPs Graduating with a Regular Diploma, (b) 12™ Grade IEP Enroliment, (©)
Percentage of Youth with IEPs Graduating with a Regular Diploma (d) Number of All Youth
Graduating with a Regular Diploma, (e) 12™ Grade All Youth Enrollment, (f) Percentage of All
Youth Graduating with a Regular Diploma, and (g) Gap Between Percentage All Youth
Graduating with a Regular Diploma and Percentage of Youth with IEPs Graduating with a
Regular Diploma for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). (Note: AEAs are the subrecipients of Part B funds in
the state of lowa and are considered lowa’s LEAs for the purposes of reporting in the SPP and
APR, as per the State Eligibility Document.)

Table B1.1
Gap Between Students with IEPs Graduating with a Regular Diploma and All Youth Graduating with a
Regular Diploma, by AEA, for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

AEA 1 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 State
(a) Number of youth with
IEPs graduating with a 311 | 585 | 246 | 360 | 574 | 916 | 323 | 273 94 388 | 4070

regular high school diploma

(b) Number of youth with

IEPs enrolled, grade 12 383 | 758 | 375 | 487 | 767 | 1310 | 443 | 386 | 119 | 537 | 5565

(c) Percent of youth with IEPs
graduating with a regular 81.20|77.18 |65.60|73.92|74.84|69.92|72.91(70.73|78.99|72.25|73.14
high school diploma

(d) Number of all youth
graduating with a regular 2590 | 4788 | 2567 | 3319 | 4557 | 8178 | 2849 | 2210 | 771 | 2743 |34572
high school diploma

(e) Number of all youth

2799 | 5282 | 2979 | 3773 | 5114 | 9324 | 3258 | 2420 | 827 | 3338 |39114
enrolled, grade 12

(f) Percent of all youth
graduating with a regular 92.53(90.65|86.17 |87.97|89.11|87.71|87.45|91.32(93.23|82.17 | 88.39
high school diploma

(g) Gap between percent of
all youth and percent of
youth with IEPs graduating | 11.33|13.47|20.57 |14.05|14.27|17.79|14.53|20.60|14.24| 9.92 |15.25
with a regular high school
diploma

Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER, FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009) Indicator B1 - Page 3
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Figure B1.2 depicts performance for each AEA and the State of lowa in FFY 2006 (2006-2007)
and 2007 (2007-2008), against the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) target of 10.70%.
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Figure B1.2. Gap between percent of youth with IEPs graduating high school with a regular diploma and percent
of youth graduating high school with a regular diploma, by AEA. Source. lowa Department of Education Project
EASIER, FFY 2006 (2006-2007), and FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Note: the Y-Axis of the graph has been restricted in range
from 0-30% so that year to year changes are visible.

Table B1.1 and Figure B1.2 indicate that for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), 1 of 10 AEAs (AEA 15) met
the Measurable and Rigorous Target of 10.70%. This represents a decrease from FFY 2006

(2006-2007) when 2 of 10 AEAs (AEAs 1 and 10) met the measurable and rigorous target of
11.20%.
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage
That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Discussion of Improvement Activities That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Meeting targets
for each indicator in the SPP is a priority for lowa, and resources have been committed to each
indicator and across indicators, to impact actual target data for each FFY on which performance
is reported.

Consistent with activities documented in the SPP, several improvement activities were
implemented to impact meeting the targets for this indicator. While activities have not changed,
the headings used to describe each activity were changed to match the Improvement Activity
headings in the APR Checklists.

Improvement activities, Measureable Outcomes, and Status/Next Steps are summarized in Table
B1.2.

Table B1.2
Improvement Activities Completed for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)
Status /
Improvement Activity Measureable Outcomes Next
Steps
Ongoing
for FFY
2008
(2008-
. s - 2009),
Evaluation. Data were verified within the .
. Improved accuracy of graduation data. repeated
Project EASIER system.
annually
through
FFY 2010
(2010-
2011)
Ongoing
Evaluatlon_.. Graduatlo_n data were Stakeholders determined that the lowa for FEY
analyzed with the following key . . 2008
. . - . High School Project should be restructured
stakeholders: Special Education Advisory to (a) integrate Learning Supports, and (b) (2008-
Panel, SEA Staff, AEA High School Reform ) Integ 9 >uppors, 2009),
. explicitly embed lowa Core Curriculum. It
Consultants, and the Learning Supports . ; repeated
) o n was also determined the project should
Advisory Team. Progress monitoring and . . annually
. obtain feedback directly from AEA
outcome data from the lowa High School . . . through
X . . consultants to inform restructuring efforts in
Project were analyzed with AEA High 2008-2009 FFY 2010
School Reform Consultants and SEA staff. ’ (2010-
2011)

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)
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Status /
Improvement Activity Measureable Outcomes Next
Steps
Three high school cadres have been
served in this project. Cadre 1 completed
Year Two; Cadre 2 completed Year One,
. . . and Cadre 3 completed Baseline. Cadre
PTOV'de technlqal a35|§tance. The lowa schools attend the Model High School
High School Project maintains project .
) . conference sponsored by the International .
supports for 57 high schools. IHSP provides s X . Ongoing
. - . . Center for Leadership in Education during
extensive training and direct technical . . o for FFY
- A their Baseline Year of participation; in
assistance in Rigor and Relevance, " . 2008
: L addition all Cadres are provided free )
Learning Criteria, Gold Seal Lessons, reqistration to the state Hiah School (2008
Quadrant D, and Relationships to help grow Sugmmit Participating hi ﬁschools are 2009),
improvement efforts with a concentration on o pating hig . repeated
) . . required to complete the Small Learning
struggling learners using the Rigor and Communities Survev. follow Learnin annually
Relevance framework. This project was Criteri . €y, 9 through
- riteria over time, implement the My Voice
suspended briefly from March through Survey or an equivalent survey to track FFY 2010
August 2008 as (1) SEA worked through (2010-
significant staff changes an e projec . -
gifcant st changes and (2) e prjec | S0 SN0R0eentcomnectness nd | 2o
worked to address alignment with lowa’s Y yec d
current focus on the lowa Core Curriculum participation must engage in a Case Stl.J y
) experience. Analyses of data are ongoing
and used to revise the project and/or
provide direct technical assistance to
participating schools.
Ongoing
Improve systems administration and :Pé?(ugglo
monitoring. The Resource Management (2010-
Leadership Team was developed to T b identified: . 5011) with
investigate additional initiatives/technical eam members were identified; 5 meetings 01 ) wit
assistance/programs to support all took place; data were analyzed and actions
children/vouth and prevent them from reported back to the Learning Supports developed
1y P . Advisory Team. as
dropping out of school. This team was indicated
renamed the Learning Supports Advisory
Team through
' root cause
analysis.
Multiple barriers (and related solutions) to
obtaining a regular high school diploma
were identified. Results were used to
L : develop specific actions/activities for FFY
Ir:]nopnr i(;z)/rei: ysts;nvsi eﬁg}'g&?ﬁgﬁ?op aStri]cde s for 2008; four identified barriers served as Completed
students tog;eceive a reqular hi ?1 school critical pieces across graduation, dropout for FFY
diploma was completedg Revie?/v indicated and suspension/expulsion: Alignment 2007
seven methods available to obtain a regular bet_w_e en |den_t|f|ed need and . (2007-
high school diploma in lowa pohues/practlc_es, Grade_—lt_avel promotion 2008).
’ and credit attainment policies/practices,
Discipline policies/practices, and
Attendance (truancy) policies/practices.
Ongoing
All LEAs and AEAs were notified of ;O(;OZFY
Improve systems administration and %e;ﬁ{t?;gﬁt;g?s ::g?;érigeoi'Stgﬁl;ztti);']ng (2008-
monitoring. The SEA uses graduation data P gradu 2009),
. X based on FFY 2006 data. The district has
in making annual AEA and LEA . . . repeated
L2 developed a corrective action plan and is
determinations. - . . through
receiving technical assistance from the FEY 2010
AEA and SEA.
(2010-
2011)

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)
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Explanation of Progress or Slippage That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). The analyses of
data form the basis of discussion that follows.

For FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the Actual Target Data for the State of lowa was a gap of 15.25,
while the Measurable and Rigorous Target for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) was 10.70. While lowa did
not meet the target and showed slippage from Actual Target Data obtained in FFY 2006 (2006-
2007), the percentage of students with IEPs graduating with a regular high school diploma
actually increased from FFY 2006 (2006-2007) to FFY 2007 (2007-2008). In FFY 2006 (2006-
2007) 71.92% of students with IEPs graduated with a regular high school diploma, while in FFY
2007 (2007-2008) 73.14% of students with IEPs graduated with a regular high school diploma.
While Indicator 1 shows slippage, the SEA attributes this to the measure used of difference
between all youth and youth with IEPs, as it necessarily makes the performance of students with
IEPs dependent on the performance of all youth. Progress was made in the graduation rate of
students with IEPs, which the SEA attributes to consistent focus on graduation as a priority for
students with disabilities.

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for FFY 2008 (2008-2009):

All improvement activities for Indicator B1 are described in the State Performance Plan and in

Table B1.2. In anticipation of changes in B1 proposed by OSEP, one improvement activity is
proposed for FFY 2008 (2008-2009). The activity is summarized in Table B1.3.

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009) Indicator B1 - Page 7
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Table B1.3
Improvement Activities Proposed for FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
Proposed Proposed
Proposed Activity Personnel Ti PO Anticipated Outcomes
imelines
Resources
o 1 cp | SSEASHM, | Octber | Capaniy of eporing o
and ensure measurement addresses - -June | being in compliance for B1 in
L ; STAR Team 2009 FFY 2009 (2009-2010)
OSEPs definitions, if approved.
(1)High School Summit
Provide technical assistance. Continue implemented; 34 sessions
with lowa High School Project core content with anticipated 1150
through 2009-2010: attendees; Project high
(1) Implement the lowa High School Summit schools presenting at and
(annual conference focused on high attending Summit
school reform with over 30 sessions and (2) High School needs met;
attendance of more than 1000 teachers, 2 SEA Staff July 2008 — increase capacity to
administrators, staff) and provide free June 2009 understand and
registration to lowa High School Project implement Rigor,
participants; Relevance and
(2) Provide 2-4 regional trainings based on Relationship Framework
review of data and high school needs; (3) External review of
(3) Conduct Case Study Site Visits at progress provided as a
schools in year one participation report to schools in year
one participation
(1) Focus Groups
Restructure the lowa High School Project. 1-2: Fall implemented;
(1) Implement focus group with AEA 3 SEA Staff 2008 (2) Results analyzed and
consultants, AEA Hi att, used to develop next
. igh e . :
(2) Use focus group results to inform School 3-4: Spring steps in restructuring
restructuring efforts, Consultants 2009 - (3) Learning Supports
(3) Integrate Learning Supports, Spring integrated
(4) Explicitly embed lowa Core Curriculum. 2010 (4) lowa Core Curriculum
embedded
Address identified barrier - Alignment
between identified need and
policies/practices (1) Standardized LEA

(1) Revise LEA reporting practices reporting practices
related to students at-risk of school related to students at-
failure and monies for risk of school failure and
programming to support these monies for programming
students 1-2; July to support these

) 2008 — students;

(2) Analyze alignment between (a) June 2009 | (2) Analysis completed;
identified students, (b) appropriate results used to address
programming to support student 3; Spring (4)
success, and (c) resources 3 SEA staff 2009 — (3) Aligned practices across
appropriated. 2010 the SEA

(3) Align revised reporting practices (4) Technical Assistance
and programming to lowa’s LEA 4; Summer created f_or LEAS;
continuous improvement process 2009 - standgrd|zed use of LEA

2011 reporting practices;

(4) Use results of alignment analysis
to create technical assistance for
LEAs (a) appropriately use the
reporting process , and (b)
appropriately identify students at-
risk of school failure with
appropriate
interventions/strategies supported

increased capacity to
identify students and
align programming and
resources to student
need.

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)
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Proposed Activity

Proposed
Personnel
Resources

Proposed
Timelines

Anticipated Outcomes

by appropriate resources.

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:

The SEA staff developed the Part B Annual Performance Report (APR) reviewing baseline data, targets
and improvement activities, and drafting a report for each indicator. Once draft indicator reports were
written, stakeholder groups provided input regarding these three components and comments were
compiled. Stakeholder groups included the state Special Education Advisory Panel (SEAP), the Area
Education Agencies (AEA) administration, the lowa Department of Education staff, and the lowa
Behavioral Alliance.

Consistent with comments in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) Response Letter from OSEP, for Indicator 2, the
SEA will report on efforts to improve performance. Specifically, progress or slippage on the required
measurement, on improvement activities described in the State Performance Plan that were implemented
in FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the outcomes of improvement activities implemented in FFY 2007 (2007-2008),
and changes to improvement activities to be reported on for FFY 2008 (2008-2009).

The SEA will report to the public progress/and or slippage in meeting the “measurable and rigorous
targets” found in the SPP/APR by posting on the State of lowa Department of Education website
(http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=552&Ite
mid=592) sometime after Feb 1, 2009 but no later than April 2, 2009, the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) APR
submitted to OSEP. Any changes to the SPP accepted by OSEP will be posted within 30 days of receipt
of the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) response letter to lowa expected for receipt prior to July 1, 2009.

Performance of AEAs and LEAs on appropriate indicators will be posted by June 2, 2009. AEA profiles
are posted at: http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/599/586/, district profiles are posted at:
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/600/586/.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 2: Percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to the percent of all youth
in the State dropping out of high school.

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))

The following measurement for this indicator was a requirement of the Office of Special Education
Programs (OSEP) for both the six-year State Performance Plan and each Annual Performance Report.

Measurement:

Measurement for youth with IEPs should be the same measurement as for all youth. Explain
calculation.

The percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to the percent of all youth dropping
out of high school is a performance indicator. Therefore, each state was allowed by OSEP to set their
own target from baseline data. The SEA, with input from stakeholder groups, established measurable
rigorous targets ranging from a gap of .67% to .50% for the six-year State Performance Plan.

Students who satisfy the following conditions are considered dropouts:
1. Was enrolled in school at some time during the previous school year and was not enrolled by
October 1 of the current school year; or
2. Was not enrolled by October 1 of the previous school year although was expected to be enrolled
sometime during the previous school year (i.e., not reported as a dropout the year before); and

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009) Indicator B2 - Page 10
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3. Has not graduated from high school or completed a state or district-approved educational

program; and

4. Does not meet any of the following exclusionary conditions:

a. Transfer to another public school district, private school, or State or district-approved
educational program;

b. Temporary school-recognized absence due to suspension or illness; or

C. Death.

A student who left the regular program to attend an adult program designed to earn a General
Educational Development (GED) or an adult high school diploma administered by a community college is
considered a dropout. A student who enrolls in an alternative school administered by a public school

district is not considered a dropout.

The dropout rate for all youth is calculated by dividing the number of 7-12 grade dropouts by the total 7-
12 enrollment and multiplying by 100 (The Condition of Education Report, 2005. pp. 188-189 and 192).

The dropout rate for students with IEPs is calculated by dividing the number of 7-12 grade dropouts with
IEPs by the total 7-12 enrollment with IEPs and multiplying by 100. The measurement for the dropout

gap is calculated as:

([Number of IEP Dropouts/IEP Enrollment] x 100) - ((Number of Total Dropouts/Total Enrollment] x 100)

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2007 The gap between the percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school and the
(2007-2008) percent of all youth in the State dropping out of high school will be no greater than .60%

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)

Indicator B2 - Page 11




Part B APR FFY 2007 (2007-2008) IOWA

Actual Target Data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Figure B2.1 depicts the dropout gap for FFY 2004 (2004-2005) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008) and the
state six-year measurable and rigorous targets.

1.00 -
0.90 -
0.80 -
0.70 -
0.60 - —\—\—
0.50 -

0.40 -
030 -
0.20 -

0.10 A
0.00

Gap Percent

2004-05
(Baseline)

. state 0.67 0.50 0.35 0.35
——Target 0.67 0.67 0.60 0.60 0.50 0.50

2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09 | 2009-10 | 2010-11

Figure B2.1. State Percent Dropout Gap between Students with IEPs and All Students. Source. lowa Department of Education
Project EASIER Tables, FFY 2004 (2004-2005) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Note. Data are graphed on a 1 point Y-axis rather
than 100 in order to visualize small changes in data.

For FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the dropout gap was .35%. lowa met, and exceeded, the FFY 2007 (2007-
2008) measurable and rigorous target of .67%.

Table B2.1 provides dropout data calculated for each Area Education Agency (AEA) and the State. (Note:
AEAs are the subrecipients of Part B funds in the state of lowa and are considered lowa’s LEAs for the
purposes of reporting in the SPP and APR, as per the State Eligibility Document).

Data in table B2.1 represent: (a) Number of youth with IEPs (grades 7-12) who dropped out, (b) IEP
enrollment in grades 7-12, (c) percent of youth with IEPs (grades 7-12) who dropped out, (d) number of
all youth (grades 7-12) who dropped out, (e) humber of youth enrolled in grades 7-12, (f) percent of all
youth grades 7-12 who dropped out, and (g) the gap between percent of youth with IEPs dropping out
and all youth dropping out (Grades 7-12).
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Table B2.1
Dropout Data by AEA Compared to State Target, FFY 2007 (2007-2008)
AEA 1 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 State

(a) Number of youth with

. 39 129 58 72 104 | 130 75 74 13 68 762
IEPs dropping out

(b) Number of youth with

2350 | 4597 | 2102 | 2898 | 4672 | 8064 | 2466 | 2252 | 811 | 2837 | 33049
IEPs enrolled, grades 7-12

(c) Percent of youth with

. 166 | 2.81 | 2.76 | 248 | 2.23 | 1.61 | 3.04 | 3.29 | 1.60 | 240 | 2.31
IEPs dropping out

(d) Number of all youth

. 189 | 642 | 229 | 567 | 498 | 1040 | 402 | 380 78 415 | 4440
dropping out

(e) Number of all youth

15609|30806({15732(22898|30617|54921|18367(14750| 4832 |18271|226803
enrolled, grades 7-12

(f) Percent of all youth

. 1211208 | 146 | 248 | 1.63 | 1.89 | 2.19 | 258 | 1.61 | 2.27 | 1.96
dropping out

(g) Gap between percent
of all youth and percent of
youth with IEPs dropping
out

Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER Tables, FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

045 0.72 | 1.30 | 0.01 | 0.60 |-0.28 | 0.85 | 0.71 |-0.01 | 0.13 | 0.35

Table B2.1 and Figure B2.2 indicate that the SEA Measurable Rigorous Target of .60% dropout gap was
met by 6 out of 10 of the state’s current Area Education Agencies; AEA dropout gap ranged between -
.28% to 1.30%. AEAs 11 and 14 reported a negative dropout gap: more general education students
dropped out of high school than special education students.
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Figure B2.2 shows the dropout gap calculated for FFY 2006 (2006-2007) and FFY 2007 (2007-2008) for
each Area Education Agency (AEA) and the State.

1.50 -

1.00 -
. 050 l 1 ¥ | | | . .
(=
: i Ll
S 000 - - O
Q
S

-0.50 1

-1.00

1 7 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | State

W 2006-07| 0.58 | 0.45 | 0.92 | -0.73 | 0.08 | 0.63 | 0.18 | 0.59 | 0.55 | 0.34 | 035

2007-08| 0.45 | 0.72 | 1.30 | 0.01 | 0.60 | -0.28 | 0.85 | 0.71 | -0.01| 0.13 | 0.35
——Target | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.60

Figure B2.2. Trend of Percent Dropout Gap Across AEAs and the State, FFY 2005 (2005-2006) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).
Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER Tables, FFY 2005 (2005-2006), FFY 2006 (2006-2007), and FFY 2007
(2007-2008).Note. Data are graphed on a 2.5 point Y-axis rather than 100 in order to visualize small changes in data.

Summary of Actions of SEA for Indicator 2

Consistent with comments in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) Response Letter from OSEP, for Indicator 2, the
SEA will report efforts to improve performance. Specifically, the SEA will report on progress or slippage
on the required measurement, on improvement activities described in the State Performance Plan that
were implemented in FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the outcomes of improvement activities implemented in FFY
2007 (2007-2008), and changes to improvement activities to be reported on for FFY 2008 (2008-2009).

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage That
Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Discussion of Improvement Activities That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Meeting targets for each
indicator in the SPP is a priority for lowa, and resources have been committed to each indicator and
across indicators, to impact actual target data for each FFY on which performance is reported.

Consistent with activities documented in the SPP, several improvement activities were implemented to
impact meeting the targets for this indicator. While activities have not changed, the headings used to
describe each activity were changed to match the Improvement Activity headings in the APR Checklists.

Improvement activities, Measureable Outcomes, and Status/Next Steps are summarized in Table B2.2.
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Table B2.2

Improvement Activities Completed for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

IOWA

Improvement Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status / Next
Steps

Improve data collection and reporting.
Data were verified within the Project
EASIER system.

Improved accuracy of dropout data.

Continuing
annually through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011)

Improve systems administration and
monitoring.

Dropout data and progress
monitoring/outcome data within the lowa
Collaboration for Youth Development
Indicator data across 6 result areas were
analyzed with the following key
stakeholders: SEA Staff, Learning
Supports Coordinators at the Area
Education Agencies, and the Learning
Supports Advisory Team.

Stakeholders determined that (1) Learning
Supports should be defined as activities,
strategies, programs, services, initiatives, and
structures that are intended to facilitate learning
and development of each and every learner to
ensure student success in school and in life, and
(2) a system of Learning supports should be
developed for sustainability; to this end the
following products should be developed:

(a) Cohesive Intervention Framework to facilitate
the organization of school and community
resources, programs and services into a
comprehensive continuum that support student
learning and healthy development.

(b) Alignment Document to explicitly show the
alignment of data (Learning Supports Result
Areas and related Indicators) across systems.
(c) Action Planning Tool that provides a structure
for planning across projects, including timelines,
responsibilities, and products.

(d) Learning Supports Implementation Checklist
to provide the SEA and AEAs with a self-
evaluation tool that results in data to be used
when developing a Learning Supports Action
Plan and when completing the lowa Core
Curriculum Self-Study.

(e) Initiative Alignment Document to begin the
process of explicitly embedding the lowa Core
Curriculum into Learning Supports

Continuing
through FFY 2010
(2010-2011)

Analysis of data
occurs annually —
actions based on
analysis are
dynamic and may
be different from
year to year

Provide technical assistance. The SEA
used dropout data in making annual AEA
and LEA determinations during FFY 2007
(2007-2008).

All LEAs and AEAs were notified of
determinations status. One district is being
monitored for performance on dropout based on
FFY 2006 data. The district has developed a
corrective action plan and is receiving technical
assistance from the AEA and SEA.

Annually through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011)

Improve systems administration and
monitoring. The Resource Management
Leadership Team was developed to
investigate additional initiatives/technical
assistance/programs to support all
children/youth and prevent them from
dropping out of school. This team was
renamed the Learning Supports Advisory
Team.

Team members were identified; 5 meetings took
place; data were analyzed and reported back to
the Learning Supports Advisory Team.

Completed -
ongoing through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011) with actions
developed as
indicated through
root cause
analysis.

Evaluation. Feasibility study of Credit
Recovery Program was completed.

It was determined that the development of an
lowa Credit/Component Recovery Program
would be feasible; preliminary pilot study
structure was developed.

Completed for
FFY 2007 (2007-
2008)

Evaluation. Pilot study on dropout with
Transition Indicator Lead was completed.

Analysis of data to identify factors that may
predict dropout status is ongoing.

Pilot completed in
FFY 2007 (2007-
2008), analysis
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Status / Next

Improvement Activity Measureable Outcomes Steps

continuing in FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Community teams from 17 districts participated in
the Dropout Summit. Districts were selected for
participation based on over-representation of
minorities in district dropout and
suspension/expulsion rates. Teams were
introduced to a community planning process and
asked to develop a Dropout/Graduation Action
Plan for submission in FFY 2008. Each team

Provide Technical Assistance. A was assigned a state-level liaison to serve as a Completed in FFY

Dropout Prevention Leadership Summit support to the community teams and 2007. Direct

was implemented as a strategic plan to communicate successes, needs and barriers of technical

reduce dropout rates, specifically these districts to the lowa Collaboration for Youth | assistance by the

disproportionate rates. Development and Learning Supports Advisory liaisons is ongoing
Team.

Summit evaluation indicated 66% of lowa summit
attendees responded that the summit was “very
good” to “excellent”; 80% of attendees reported
that they “agree” or “strongly agree” that the
materials distributed at the summit provided
valuable information.

Explanation of Progress or Slippage That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). The analyses of data
form the basis of discussion that follows. lowa met the state target of the gap between the percent of
youth with IEPs dropping out of high school and the percent of all youth in the State dropping out of high
school being no greater than .67%, with actual target data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) being 0.35%.

Performance in FFY 2007 (2007-2008) represents no change over performance from FFY 2006 (2006-
2007), when actual performance was also 0.35%, also exceeding the measurable and rigorous target for
FFY 2006 (2006-2007). While no progress was made in decreasing the gap between the percent of
students with IEPs dropping out and the percent of all students dropping out, no slippage occurred. The
percent of students with IEPs dropping out statewide increased from 1.92% in FFY 2006 (2006-2007) to
2.31% in FFY 2007 (2007-2008). While an increase in this percentage is not a positive change, the SEA
notes that (a) dropout rates among all students also increased significantly from the prior year and (b) the
dropout rate of 2.31% for students with disabilities remains very low from a national perspective.

SEA personnel attribute the maintenance of a steady gap between all students and students with
disabilities in light of increased dropout rates for all students in lowa to (a) improved data accuracy at the
AEA and LEA levels, (b) increased attention by AEAs and LEAs on graduation/dropout of students with
disabilities, and (c) continued public reporting of dropout data.

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for FFY 2008 (2008-2009):

Proposed activities for FFY 2008 (2008-2009) are discussed in Table B2.3. These activities are
consistent with what was proposed in the FFY 2004 (2004-2011) State Performance Plan and describe
activities to be implemented in FFY 2008 (2008-2009) that will allow lowa to meet measureable and
rigorous targets for both FFY 2008 (2008-2009) and the targets continuing in the SPP through FFY 2010
(2010-2011).

(Note: Activities listed as ongoing in Table B2.2 will continue in FFY 2008 (2008-2009), and are not listed
in Table B2.3).

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009) Indicator B2 - Page 16



Part B APR FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

IOWA

Table B2.3
Proposed Activities for FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
Proposed Frepesed Proposed Anticipated
Activity PRSI Timelines Outcomes
Resources
Improve data collection and reporting. Review 3 SEA Staff, October Capabi_lity pf report?ng on
changes to data proposed by OSEP and ensure SEAP. I-STAR 2008-June and being in compliance
measurement addresses OSEPs definitions, if ’ for B1 in FFY 2009 (2009-
Team 2009
approved. 2010)
Engage in three broad goals with related activities
to develop/sustain Learning Supports:
(1) Establish infrastructure to support the Mission
and Vision of state-wide Learning Supports —
Develop, pilot, revise and implement:
a. Standardized data reporting tools across
audience, use and message type;
b. A comprehensive list of programs/strategies
within Core/Universal,
Supplemental/Secondary and
Intensive/Tertiary and across the 6 content
areas of Learning Supports;
c. An online tool to access (b)
d. Cont_ent and Connections with the lowa Core (1)Infrastructure
Curriculum established and
(2) Establish tools to guide implementation of 5 SEA staff, AEA maintained for
state-wide Learning Supports — Develop, pilot, | Learning Beginni N
X ; s eginning sustainability
re\gsetand 'mpr'emeF‘t- S ts Self-Stud guppolrtts t July 2008, (2)Learning Supports
a. Systems of Learning Supports Self-Study onsultants, ongoing for Self-Study Guide and

Guide which includes the Learning Supports | Learning
Implementation Checklist as recommended Supports
by stakeholders Advisory Team
b. Systems of Learning Supports
Implementation Guide which includes the
recommended products from stakeholder
input (e.g., Cohesive Intervention
Framework, Alignment Document, etc.)

(3) Establish communication plan for state-wide
Learning Supports — Develop, pilot, revise and
implement:

a. Standardized communication tools

b. Case for change and awareness of
Learning Supports

c. Annual Conference structure and format

d. Website for the general public

e. Wiki for state-led Learning Supports
development/ collaborations

during of SPP

Implementation Guide
(3)Standardized

communication plan

established

Evaluation. Address results from the (a) Credit
Recovery study and (b) Review of current

practices for students to receive a regular high 1-July 1, 2008
school diploma which indicated the following through June
barrier - Grade-level promotion and credit ) 30, 2009
attainment policies/practices - by developing an 25;'3%2%;53 2-Summer
lowa Credit/Component Recovery (CCR) . ' 2009 through
Program: Learning 2014
9 N Supports
(1) Research resources and sustainability Advisory Team 3-July 1,
needs; 2008 through
(2) Develop Content Strands based on the June 30,
lowa Core Curriculum 2009

(3) Develop full model to pilot
credit/component recovery systems to

(1) Resources and
sustainability needs
identified; results
used to plan for the
infrastructure for
lowa’s CCR
Program;

(2) Standardized
Content Strands for
implementation in
lowa’s CCR Program

(3) Full pilot model to
investigate different
credit/component
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Proposed PrEpesed Proposed Anticipated
. Personnel .
Activity Timelines Outcomes
Resources
investigate options and structures to systems ready to
develop lowa’s CCR Program implement
Program development. Complete Dropout
Summit Pilot for 17 Districts identified for (1) Districts submit and
participation: implement action
(1) Districts submit Dropout/ Graduation plans; districts attend
Action Plans and receive (a) $2000 for lowa High School
implementation, and (b) free registration 2 SEA Staff; July 1, 2008 Summit;
to the annual High School Summit Dropout Summit —June 30, (2) State-wide work plan
(2) State Dropout Summit Team develop statewide team 2009 developed and

and implement state-wide work plan
based on District submitted plans

(3) Analysis of plans and evaluation results
used to restructure technical assistance
and programming

implemented

(3) Analysis of results
and restructuring of
project
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:

The Part B Annual Performance Report (APR) was developed by State Education Agency (SEA) staff
reviewing (a) trend data, (b) targets, and (c) improvement activities, and drafting a report for each
indicator. Once draft indicator reports were written, stakeholder groups provided input regarding these
components (a) through (c), and comments were compiled. Stakeholder groups included the State of
lowa Special Education Advisory Panel (SEAP), Area Education Agency (AEA) administration, and staff
of the State Education Agency (SEA).

Consistent with comments in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) Response Letter from OSEP, for Indicator 3, the
SEA will report on efforts to improve performance. Specifically, progress or slippage on the required
measurement, on improvement activities described in the State Performance Plan that were implemented
in FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the outcomes of improvement activities implemented in FFY 2007 (2007-2008),
and changes to improvement activities to be reported on for FFY 2008 (2008-2009).

The SEA will report to the public progress/and or slippage in meeting the “measurable and rigorous
targets” found in the SPP/APR by posting on the State of lowa Department of Education website
(http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=552&Ite
mid=592) sometime after Feb 1, 2009 but no later than April 2, 2009, the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) APR
submitted to OSEP. Any changes to the SPP accepted by OSEP will be posted within 30 days of receipt
of the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) response letter to lowa expected for receipt prior to July 1, 2009.

Performance of AEAs and LEAs on appropriate indicators will be posted by June 2, 2009. AEA profiles
are posted at: http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/599/586/, district profiles are posted at:
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/600/586/.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 3: Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

A. Percent of districts that have a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size
meeting the State’s Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) objectives for progress for disability
subgroup;

B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations; regular
assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against grade level standards; alternate
assessment against alternate achievement standards; and

C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement
standards.

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))

The following measurement for this indicator was a requirement of the Office of Special Education Programs
(OSEP) for both the six year State Performance Plan and each Annual Performance Report.
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Measurement:

A. Percent = [(number of districts meeting the State’s AYP objectives for progress for the
disability subgroup (children with IEPs)) divided by the (total number of districts that

have a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size in the State)] times
100.

B. Participation rate =

a. Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades;

b. Number of children with IEPs in regular assessment with no accommodations
(percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100);

c. Number of children with IEPs in regular assessment with accommodations
(percent = [(c) divided by (a)] times 100);

d. Number of children with IEPs in alternate assessment against grade level
achievement standards (percent = [(d) divided by (a)] times 100); and

e. Number of children with IEPs in alternate assessment against alternate
achievement standards (percent = [(e) divided by (a)] times 100).

Account for any children included in “a” but not included in “b”, “c”, “d”, or “e” above.

Overall Percent = [(b + ¢ + d + e) divided by (a)].
C. Proficiency rate =

(@) Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades;

(b) Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above
as measured by the regular assessment with no accommodations (percent =
[(b) divided by (a)] times 100);

(c) Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above
as measured by the regular assessment with accommodations (percent = [(c)
divided by (a)] times 100);

d. Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above
as measured by the alternate assessment against grade level achievement
standards (percent = [(d) divided by (a)] times 100); and

e. Number of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above
as measured against alternate achievement standards (percent = [(e) divided
by (a)] times 100).

Account for any children included in “a” but not included in “b”, “c”, “d”, or “e” above.
Overall Percent = [(b + ¢ + d + €) divided by (a)].
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FFY:

The Federal Fiscal Year on which data are being reported is 2007 (2007-2008).

Measurable and Rigorous Target:

IOWA

Participation and performance are performance indicators. Therefore, each state was allowed by OSEP
to set their own targets from baseline data. The SEA, with input from stakeholder groups, established
measurable and rigorous targets for each measurement required by OSEP. Targets for FFY 2007 (2007-
2008) are summarized in the table below.

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

FFY 2007
(2007-2008)

A. 61% of districts meet the State’s AYP objectives for progress for the
disability subgroup (children with IEPS).

B.

95% of students with IEPs participate in regular assessment with no
accommodations; regular assessment with accommodations; alternate
assessment against grade level standards; alternate assessment against

alternate achievement standards.

For each of the following grade level and content area targets, students
with disabilities are proficient or above as measured by the (1) regular
assessment with no accommodations, (2) regular assessment with
accommodations, (3) alternate assessment against grade level

standards, and (4) alternate achievement standards.

GRADE | READING MATH
3 33.97% 43.36%
4 38.46% 46.87%
5 36.58% 45.20%
6 25.26% 34.92%
7 25.27% 31.30%
8 27.33% 31.14%
11 29.98% 37.53%

Actual Target Data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

The first measurement (A) of Indicator 3 is the percent of districts meeting AYP for the subgroup of
students with disabilities (SWD).
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Data summarizing number of districts in lowa meeting minimum cell size requirements, and the number of
those districts meeting Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in reading and math, are summarized in Figure
B3.1 and in Table B3.1.
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Reading Math Reading and Math
I FFY 2005 (2005-06) 47.82 47.82
s FFY 2006 (2006-07) 95.24 100 95.24

FFY 2007 (2007-08) 34.78 26.09 17.39
—e—Target 61.00 61.00 61.00

Figure B3.1. Percent of Districts with Minimum ‘n’ that Met Adequate Yearly Progress, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY
2007 (FFY 2007-2008), Against State Target. Source. lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2005 (2006-2007)
through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

Table B3.1
Districts Meeting AYP in Reading and Math for Students with Disabilities
Districts Meeting AYP Met AYP for SWD Met AYP for SWD Met AYP for SWD
for SWD Reading Math Reading and Math
?r? gr'ggft:p::; 3’\_15 oé_:;o 8 of 23 districts 6 of 23 districts 4 of 23 districts
and 11 U 34.78% 26.09% 17.39%

Source. lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

For reading, for math, and for reading and math, the State did not meet the target for Indicator 3(A) of
61% of districts meeting AYP for the disability subgroup (students with IEPs). Eight of 23 districts
(34.78%) met AYP for students with disabilities in the area of reading. Six of 23 districts (26.09%) met
AYP for students with disabilities in the area of math. Four of 23 districts (17.39%) met AYP for students
with disabilities in both reading and math.

The second measurement (B) of Indicator 3 is the participation of students with disabilities in statewide
assessments of reading and math. Participation is defined as: (a) participating in regular assessment
with no accommodations; (b) participating in regular assessment with accommodations; (c) participating
in alternate assessment against grade level standards; or (d) participating in alternate assessment
against alternate achievement standards.

Data on patrticipation in statewide reading assessments are summarized in Figure B3.2 and in Table

B3.2. Data on participation in statewide math assessments are summarized in Figure B3.3 and Table
B3.3.
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Figure B3.2 Participation Rate in Reading, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (FFY 2007-2008), Against State Target.
Source. Information Management System, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education
AYP Database, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

Table B3.2
FFY 2007 (2007-2008) Participation Rates in Statewide Assessments: Reading
Grades
3 4 5 6 7 8 11
(a) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades 4264 4761 5061 5003 5068 5273 4703
(b) # of children with IEPs in regular 1126 995 869 734 680 681 754
assessment with no accommodations
(percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100) 26.41% | 20.90% | 17.17% | 14.67% | 13.42% | 12.91% | 16.03%
(c) # of children with IEPs in regular 2904 3536 3963 4067 4150 4373 3721
assessment with accommodations (percent
= [(c) divided by (a)] times 100) 68.11% 74.27% 78.30% 81.29% 81.89% 82.93% 79.12%
(d) # of children with IEPs in alternate 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
assessment against grade level
achievement standards (percent = [(e)
divided by (a)] times 100)
(e) # of children with IEPs in alternate 218 219 220 187 221 210 200
assessment against alternate achievement
StandardS)(percent = [(f) divided by (a)] 511% | 4.60% | 4.35% | 3.74% | 4.36% | 3.98% | 4.25%
times 100
(f) Children included in “a” but not included in 16 11 9 15 17 9 28
“b”, “c”, “d”, or “e” above
4248 4750 5052 4988 5051 5264 4675
(g) Overall Participation Rate [=(b+c+d+e)/a]
99.62% 99.77% 99.82% 99.70% 99.66% 99.83% 99.40%

Source. Information Management System, FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education AYP Database,

2008).
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Figure B3.3 Participation Rate in Math, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (FFY 2007-2008), Against State Target.
Source. Information Management System, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education
AYP Database, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

Table B3.3
FFY 2007 (2007-2008) Participation Rates in Statewide Assessments: Mathematics
Grades
3 4 5 6 7 8 11
(a) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades 4264 4761 5061 5003 5068 5273 4703
(b) # of children with IEPs in regular 1121 991 871 735 677 676 755
assessment with no accommodations
(percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100) 26.29% 20.81% 17.21% 14.69% 13.36% 12.82% 16.05%
(c) # of children with IEPs in regular 2903 3533 3942 4055 4146 4331 3709
assessment with accommodations (percent
= [(c) divided by (a)] times 100) 68.08% 74.21% 77.89% 81.05% 81.81% 82.14% 78.86%
(d) # of children with IEPs in alternate 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
assessment against grade level
achievement standards (percent = [(e)
divided by (a)] times 100)
(e) # of children with IEPs in alternate 217 218 216 188 220 205 201
assessment against alternate achievement
standards (percent = [(f) divided by (a)] 5.09% | 458% | 4.27% | 3.76% | 4.34% | 3.89% | 4.27%
times 100)
(f) Children included in “a” but not included in 23 19 32 25 25 61 38
"’ “c’ *d’ or “e” above
S 4241 4742 5029 4978 5043 5212 4665
(g) Overall Participation Rate [=(b+c+d+e)/a]
99.46% 99.60% 99.37% 99.50% 99.51% 98.84% 99.19%

Source. Information Management System, FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education AYP Database,

2008).

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)

FFY 2007 (2007-

Indicator B3 - Page 24



Part B APR FFY 2007 (2007-2008) IOWA

For FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the State of lowa exceeded measurable and rigorous targets for participation
rates in reading and math, at all grade levels.

In reading for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), when compared to participation rates in FFY 2006 (2006-2007),
participation rates improved in all grades. In math for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), when compared to
participation rates in FFY 2006 (2006-2007), participation rates improved in all grades except grade 8.

The third measurement (C) of Indicator 3 is the performance of students with disabilities in statewide
assessments of reading and math. Reading performance is summarized in Figures B3.4 and Table B3.4,
while math performance is summarized in Figures B3.5 and Table B3.5.

Figure B3.4 summarizes the trend for reading performance of students with disabilities from FFY 2006
(2006-2007) to FFY 2007 (2007-2008).
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3 4 5 6 7 8 11
= FFY 2006 (2006-07) 36.75 | 41.68 | 40.01 | 24.86 | 26.36 | 25.93 | 27.06
mm FFY 2007 (2007-08) 36.28 | 3892 | 37.96 | 2624 | 2455 | 2511 | 32.19
—e— State Target FFY 2006 (2006-07)| 32.8 | 37.46 | 3558 | 24.26 | 2427 | 2633 | 28.98
—e— State Target FFY 2007 (2007-08)| 33.97 | 38.46 | 36.58 | 25.26 | 2527 | 27.33 | 29.98

Figure B3.4. Percent of Students with Disabilities Proficient on Regular and Alternate Assessments, Reading, FFY 2006
(2006-2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008), Grades 3-8 and 11. Source. Information Management System, FFY 2006 (2006-
2007) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) through FFY 2007
(2007-2008).

Table B3.4 presents FFY 2007 (2007-2008) reading performance data for children with disabilities
regarding: (a) the number of children with IEPs in assessed grades; (b) the number and percent of
children proficient in the regular assessment with no accommodations; (c) the number and percent of
children proficient in the regular assessment with accommodations; (d) the number and percent of
children proficient in the alternate assessment against grade level achievement standards; (e) the number
and percent of children proficient in the alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards;
(f) the number of children included in a but not b, ¢, d or e, and (g) the overall number and percent of
children proficient.
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Table B3.4
Performance of Children with Disabilities in Reading, Regular and Alternate Assessment
Grades
3 4 5 6 7 8 11
(a) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades 4264 4761 5061 5003 5068 5273 4703
(b) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades
384 372 317 180 155 161 236

who are proficient or above as measured by
the regular assessment with no

accommodations (percent = [(b) divided by 9.01% 7.81% 6.26% 3.60% 3.06% 3.05% 5.02%
(a)] times 100)

(c) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades
who are proficient or above as measured by
the regular assessment with

accommodations (percent = [(c) divided by 23.19% | 27.77% | 28.57% | 19.89% | 18.67% | 19.61% | 24.79%
(a)] times 100)

989 1322 1446 995 946 1034 1166

(d) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades

who are proficient or above as measured by 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
the alternate assessment against grade level
achievement standards (percent = [(d)
divided by (a)] times 100)

(e) #of children with IEPs in assessed grades 174 159 158 138 143 129 112
who are proficient or above as measured by
the alternate assessment against alternate
achievement standards (percent = [(e) 4.08% 3.34% 3.12% 2.76% 2.82% 2.45% 2.38%
divided by (a)] times 100)

() Children included in “a” but not included in 277 2908 3140 3690 3824 3949 3189
“b "¢’ “d”, or “e” above

1547 1853 1921 1313 1244 1324 1514

(g) Overall Percent [=(b+c+d+e)/a]

36.28% 38.92% 37.96% 26.24% 24.55% 25.11% 32.19%

Source. lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2005 (2005-2006) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

In reading, for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the State of lowa achieved or exceeded the target established for
Grades 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11. The State of lowa did not make targets established for Grades 7 and 8.
Performance in reading for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) improved from performance in reading for FFY 2006
(2006-2007) for Grades 6 and 11.
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Figure B3.5 summarizes trend for mathematics performance of students with disabilities from FFY 2006

(2006-2007) to FFY 2007 (2007-2008).
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= FFY 2006 (2006-07) 46.24 | 50.02 | 43.20 | 33.32 | 35.52 | 30.83 | 34.50
mm FFY 2007 (2007-08) 44.91 | 48.44 | 4598 | 36.44 | 32.83 | 29.95 | 31.79
—o— State Target FFY 2006 (2006-07)| 42.36 | 45.87 | 44.20 | 33.92 | 3030 | 30.14 | 36.53
—e—State Target FFY 2007 (2007-08)| 43.36 | 46.87 | 4520 | 34.92 | 31.30 | 31.14 | 37.53

Figure B3.5. Percent of Students with Disabilities Proficient on Regular and Alternate Assessments, Math, FFY 2005 (2005-
2006) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008), Grades 3-8 and 11. Source. Information Management System, FFY 2005 (2005-2006)
through FFY 2007 (2007-2008); lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2005 (2005-2006) through FFY 2007 (2007-

2008).

Table B3.5 presents FFY 2007 (2007-2008) math performance data for children with disabilities
regarding: (a) the number of children with IEPs in assessed grades; (b) the number and percent of
children proficient in the regular assessment with no accommodations; (c) the number and percent of
children proficient in the regular assessment with accommodations; (d) the number and percent of
children proficient in the alternate assessment against grade level achievement standards; (e) the number
and percent of children proficient in the alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards;
(f) the number of children included in a but not b, ¢, d or e, and (g) the overall number and percent of

children proficient.
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Table B3.5
Performance of Children with Disabilities in Mathematics, Regular and Alternate Assessment
Grades
3 4 5 6 7 8 11
(a) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades 4264 4761 5061 5003 5068 5273 4703
(b) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades
who are proficient or above as measured by 493 472 397 261 214 199 232
the regular assessment with no
accommodations (percent = [(b) divided by | 11560 | 9.91% | 7.84% | 522% | 422% | 3.77% | 4.93%
(a)] times 100)
(c) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades
who are proficient or above as measured by 1277 1684 1797 1441 1310 1274 1139
the regular assessment with
accommodations (percent = [(c) divided by 29.95% | 35.37% | 35.51% | 28.80% | 25.85% | 24.16% | 24.22%
(a)] times 100)
(d) # of children with IEPs in assessed grades
who are proficient or above as measured by 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
the alternate assessment against grade level
achievement standards (percent = [(d)
divided by (a)] times 100)
(e) #of children with IEPs in assessed grades 145 150 133 121 140 106 124
who are proficient or above as measured by
the alternate assessment against alternate
achievement standards (percent = [(e) 3.40% 3.15% 2.63% 2.42% 2.76% 2.01% 2.64%
divided by (a)] times 100)
() Children included in “a” but not included in 2349 2455 2734 3180 3404 3694 3208
“b”, “c”, “d”, or “e” above
1915 2306 2327 1823 1664 1579 1495
(g) Overall Percent [=(b+c+d+e)/a]
44.91% 48.44% 45.98% 36.44% 32.83% 29.95% 31.79%

Source. lowa Department of Education AYP Database, FFY 2005 (2005-2006) through FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

In math, for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the State of lowa achieved or exceeded the target established for
Grades 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. The State of lowa did not make targets established for Grades 8 and 11.
Performance in math for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) improved from performance in math for FFY 2006 (2006-

2007) for Grades 5 and 6.
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Summary of Expected Actions of SEA for Indicator 3

Consistent with comments in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) Response Letter from OSEP, for Indicator 3, the
SEA will report on efforts to improve performance. Specifically, the SEA will progress or slippage on the
required measurement, on improvement activities described in the State Performance Plan that were
implemented in FFY 2007 (2007-2008), the outcomes of improvement activities implemented in FFY 2007
(2007-2008), and changes to improvement activities to be reported on for FFY 2008 (2008-2009).

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage That
Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Discussion of Improvement Activities That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Meeting targets for each
indicator in the SPP is a priority for lowa, and resources have been committed to each indicator and
across indicators, to impact actual target data for each FFY on which performance is reported.

Consistent with activities documented in the SPP, several improvement activities were implemented to
impact meeting the targets for this indicator. While activities have not changed, the headings used to

describe each activity were changed to match the Improvement Activity headings in the APR Checklists.

Improvement activities, Measureable Outcomes, and Status/Next Steps are summarized in Table B3.6.

Table B3.6
Improvement Activities Completed for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Improve data collection
and reporting. Data are
gathered though lowa’s
Project Easier and through
lowa’s Special Education
Information Management
System

Performance data for lowa districts was available for analysis for Indicator 3A.

Participation and performance data on students with IEPs were available for
analysis for all LEAs, AEAs, and at the state level.

Annually through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011)

Provide technical
assistance. The SEA
analyzed the ITP data at the
state, AEA and LEA levels
and determined that
students with IEPs were
below target in most grades
and most content areas.

State-level reading and math initiatives in the original SPP were reviewed for
research base suggesting applicability to students with IEPs, including
Collaborative Strategic Reading (CSR), Concept Oriented Reading Instruction
(CORI), Question and Answer Relationship (QAR), Second Chance Reading
(SCR), the University of Kansas (KU) Content Literacy Continuum, and Every
Student Counts. Instructional initiatives such as Collaborative/Consultative
Teaching and Instruction Decision Making were also reviewed. The reviews
indicated that students with IEPs could benefit from all activities.

Annually through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011)

Provide technical
assistance. The SEA
facilitated a process by
which AEAs were required
to complete action plans for
improving results around
reading and math
participation and
performance if they did not
meet the targets in FFY
2007 (2007-2008).

The SEA provided each AEA with targeted technical assistance throughout
the school year. AEAs leadership teams were paired with “critical friends” in
the SEA to assist them with data analysis and concerns.

Annually through
FFY 2010 (2010-
2011)

Evaluation. The lowa
Alternate Assessment was
enhanced to more
accurately measure student
performance.

Data were gathered on the technical adequacy of the assessment.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009).
Alternate
assessment 2%
investigated
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Activity Measureable Outcomes SN
Steps
Five administrators, 25 teachers, and 4 consultants participated in 5 days of
Brovid initial training summer 2007 plus 5 follow up sessions throughout the
rovide

training/professional
development. During the
2007/2008 school year, staff
from ten schools in five
districts engaged in
Concept-Oriented Reading
Instruction (CORI) training.

Five middle schools
participated. Twenty-five
middle school teachers
participated.

2007/2008 school year.

Four additional sessions were held for schools involved in CORI for the
second year.

Train-the-trainer sessions held for participants involved in CORI for 3 years
and who had met the criteria to become CORI trainers in lowa. Three people
met these criteria. The criteria were established by the developers of CORI,
Dr. Emily Swan and Dr. John Guthrie.

e  SDRT pre/post test (see PERL for scores)

e  Teachers submitted weekly planning lessons

e  Classrooms formative assessments throughout CORI units based
on content area

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2008-2009)

Provide
training/professional
development. During the
2007/2008 school year,
administrators, teachers,
professors, and AEA
consultants engaged in
Question Answer
Relationships (QAR)
training. Training staff to
train was initiated.

The targets of this activity
were middle and high
schools. Seven middle
schools participated and 3
high schools participated.

Thirty middle school staff, 15
high school, and 5 higher
education educators
engaged in this activity.

Six administrators, 45 teachers, 2 AEA consultants, and 5 professors
participated in 3 days of training June 19-21, 2007 and 4 follow up sessions
throughout the 2007/2008 school year.

Training staff to train was initiated July 2008 with 3 follow up sessions
throughout the 2008/2009 school year.

e  SDRT pre/post tests (see PERL website)
. Individual teacher classroom assessments
e  Teacher lesson plans submitted to trainer

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Provide
training/professional
development. During the
2007/2008 school year, staff
from 111 school districts
participated in the Second
Chance Reading program
(SCR).

Sixty administrators, 275 teachers, 21 Area Education Agencies (AEA) from
111 school districts participated in Second Chance Reading (SCR). There are
thirteen new train- the-trainers. Training takes place during the summer and
during the school year.

SEA staff conducted analyses of ITBS and Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test
(SDRT) data from participating schools. SDRT data indicated that reading
comprehension scores improved modestly from Fall to Spring of FFY 2007
(2007-2008).

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Provide
training/professional
development. During the
2007/2008 school year, 97
teachers statewide were
trained in the use of the
University of Kansas
Strategic Instruction Model
(KU-SIM).

Forty-one school districts and 5 private accredited schools have been trained
in one or more Learning Strategies and/or Content Enhancement Routines.
This includes 33 elementary schools, 33 middle schools, and 31 secondary
schools. A conservative count of the number of staff involved in this activity
includes 163 elementary staff, 70 middle school staff, and 69 secondary staff.
No less than 24 administrators engaged in this activity. Thirty-five consultants
engaged in this activity. The SEA consultant spent 40 days providing on-site
technical assistance.

There are 18 new participants for 2008-09: 11 in Learning Strategies and 8 in
Content Enhancement. Eight are teachers or administrators in school
districts and 10 are consultants for AEAs. Regional Train-the-Trainer
professional development including 4-5 days of Professional Development
during the school year and 5 Professional Development days will take place
in the summer. Participants must then complete a portfolio showing
implementation and knowledge of the University of Kansas Strategic
Instruction Model.

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2008-2009)
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Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Provide technical
assistance. During the
2007/2008 school year,
lowa’s Reading First
program, which offers
opportunities for the lowest
performing schools in lowa
with the highest number and
percentage of students in
poverty to implement a
research-based
comprehensive reading
program, was continued.

Forty-two districts engaged
in this activity. One-hundred
elementary school
participated.

Five SEA consultants provided on-site technical assistance to participating
schools.

In Cohort 1, from FFY 2003 (2003-2004) through FFY 2008 (2007-2008), the
gap in reading performance on the ITBS between students without disabilities
and students with disabilities narrowed 4% in Grade 3 and widened by 1% in
Grade 4.

In Cohort 2, from FFY 2007 (2006-2007) through FFY 2008 (2007-2008), the
gap in reading performance on the ITBS between students without disabilities
and students with disabilities narrowed 1% in Grade 3 and by 8% in Grade 4.

The number of students without disabilities participating in the activity was
19,121. The number of students with disabilities participating in the activity
was 2, 686.

Twenty-four lowa districts Reading First funds have expired.

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2008-2009)
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Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Provide technical
assistance. During the
2007/2008 school year,
Every Student Counts (ESC)
completed year four. The
theme of year four was
assessment and in particular
assessment for learning.
The strategies taught were:
Teaching for Understanding,
Problem Based Instructional
Tasks (PBIT), and
Meaningful Distributed
Practice (MDP). Elementary
and middle schools’ content
focus was number and
operations. The high
schools’ content focus was
the lowa Core Curriculum
and Quantitative Literacy.

Ten AEAs provided staff to be trained in implementing strategies for Every
Student Counts. One-hundred sixty-eight schools and 321 out of 447 (72%)
teachers of mathematics attended ESC professional development. One
hundred forty-four of 168 (86%) building principals supported the ESC
training. AEAs reported that 44 of those administrators allocated time and
support, 60 provided scheduled time for collaboration and 90 provided
support for their teachers to participate in ESC. The schools trained represent
56,828 students (49,375 without IEPs and 7,453 with IEPs). School year 06-
07 is baseline information. Total number of students was 32,254. This is the
first year of professional development in the area of mathematics.

Twenty-four administrators do not participate in ESC training. Training was
provided by AEA staff to schools with an average number of Professional
Development days for the elementary being 2, an average of 4 days of
Professional Development at the middle school level, and an average of 3
Professional Development days for the high school level. For 149 of the
schools, AEAs reported an average of 6 hours of technical assistance in
addition to the professional development days.

The AEAs reported that in this first year of Professional Development,
teachers were implementing Teaching for Understanding about 28% of the
time. One-hundred thirty-five teachers’ lessons were analyzed: 107
implemented a launch; 109 implemented Explore; 97 implemented
Summarize; 27 implemented Check for Understanding; 27 implemented
Reflection; 27 implemented Modify; and 22 had all features of a PBIT. Of 121
Meaningful Distributed Practices (MDP) analyzed, 105 used ITBS/ITED; 12
used alternate assessment; 50 used classroom observations; and 7 used
multiple sources of information to determine the MDP focus. The AEAs
reported that 72% of the math teachers in the participating buildings attended
ESC training. Sixty-five percent of these teachers implemented PBIT and
MDP first semester; 89.6% implemented either PBIT or MDP first semester;
64% implemented PBITs and MDPs second semester; and 88% implemented
either a PBIT or MDP; and 64.4% implemented both PBIT and MDPs for the
full year.

06-07 06-07 07-08 07-08
Proficient NOt. . Proficient NOt. .
Proficient Proficient
All Students | 23946 4073 32284 8841
Students 1441 2630 1900 3500
w/IEP (6%) (7%) (6%) (4%)

There were new improvement activities completed from July 1, 2007 to June
30, 2008. Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI), professional development that
trains teachers to listen and understand students’ mathematical thinking and
plan instruction, was given to AEA math consultants, classroom teachers
grades K-5, and school administrators. Twenty-nine participants are in year-
one training; 63 in year two training; and 23 in year three training. A book
study, Teaching Mathematics to Middle School Students with Learning
Difficulties, was offered through an ICN (video presentation) class for special
education and general education teachers of mathematics. Sixty-five teachers
and math consultants attended the class at 35 ICN sites throughout the state.
Five teachers continued their study of the Solve It! Strategy throughout the
07-08 school year.

The ICN activity will be ongoing to increase the knowledge of teachers of
mathematics and provide current best practices in teaching struggling
students and students with special needs. CGI professional development
from the Department of Education will be continued through 2011 for those
participants in year-one training in 07-08. Future CGl training will come
through the trained trainers.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)
AEAs will be
expected to
provide ESC
training throughout
the 08-09 school
year. Data will be
kept on students
who have had
teachers trained in
ESC.
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Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Provide technical
assistance. During the
2007/2008 school year,
Math Series Il was
implemented. The purpose
for this series is to learn
current pedagogy and
methodology for teaching
mathematics to students
with disabilities. This was
done through a book study,
Teaching Mathematic
Meaningfully: Solutions for
Reaching Struggling
Learners, by David Allsopp,
etal.

All AEA math consultants participated in a monthly book study.

Next step is to put
this in a module
and offer it for
credit to all
teachers in lowa.

Provide
training/professional
development. During the
2007/2008 school year, year
4 of implementation
continued for Cognitively
Guided Instruction (CGl), a
framework for elementary
school teachers to integrate
CGl into math instruction.

Ninety-one teachers, administrators, and AEA consultants attended CGI
training. Fifty-four participants are continuing with advanced levels of
professional development. Twenty-seven participants are continuing with the
second level. Participants are starting to provide professional development in
their respective district or AEA. Fourteen teachers and AEA consultants
attended the advanced training (2™ year) and 18 teachers and administrators
participated in the advance plus training (3" year).

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2008-2009)

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009)

Indicator B3 - Page 33



Part B APR FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

IOWA

Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Provide technical
assistance. During the
2007/2008 school year,
support to AEAs in
Instructional Decision
Making was provided
through coaches. IDM is a
state-wide initiative
designed to help AEAs and
LEAs use data to improve
instructional efforts. Work
has begun with the lowa
Core Curriculum work group
on common language and
helping the field see the
connections between the
two. A survey was
conducted in the Spring of
08 to find out where LEAs
are in their implementation
of IDM.

Each AEA has an IDM coach to support school districts use of data in aligning
curriculum, instruction, and assessments. All state-level initiatives in reading,
science, and math incorporate principles of IDM in training.

Survey Results:
736 people from various schools responded to the survey.

Number of years school has been involved with IDM.

1% year 2" year 3 year 4™ year 5" year
22.7% 23.1% 25.3% 14.5% 14.4%
167 170 186 107 106
Imgloelzgﬁgltsd/ In Not started/
Practiced Development | Don’t know
Assessment
Use of data for 67% 20% 10%
instructional decisions
Curriculum
Using same standards
and benchmarks as 71% 18% 11%
gen. ed. for students
less than proficient
Differentiated
Instruction Practices 59% 30% 11%
Instruction
Core meeting 80% of 63% 21% 16%
most students
Identify st_udents who 71% 20% 9%
need assistance
Grouping occurs 69% 19% 11%
Supplemental/Intensive
cycle occurs in addition 66% 17% 17%
to the core
Supplemental/Intensive
is meeting the 56% 22% 22%
instructional needs

In Curriculum, about 71% are implementing or routinely practicing using the
same standards and benchmarks for students who are less than proficient.
59% are implementing or routinely practicing Differentiated Instruction
practices.

Create AEA IDM
teams to further
the work of IDM;
fade out the
coaches; continue
work with ICC to
better align all the
work; provide AEA
IDM teams
Technical
Assistance to
further their work
with LEAs in
moving IDM
forward; and
create IDM
evaluation tool.

Provide technical
assistance. During the
2006/2007 school year, 2
state-wide trainings were
provided to administrators
and teachers (including
general and special
educators) on collaborative
teaching

Over 200 principals and teachers attended training. CSR, ESC, and Math
Series |, initiatives described above, incorporated principles of collaborative
and consultative teaching, into professional development.

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2007-2008)

Program development. A
statewide survey on
collaborative teaching was
developed and administered t
assess teacher skill needs.
The survey results are
providing information on wherg
to focus future technical
assistance.

1300 completed surveys were returned and analyzed. Analyzed themes
included needs for additional leadership development, training on the
consultative model, and training on Universal Design for Learning and
Differentiated Instruction. The survey results are providing information on
where to focus future technical assistance.

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2007-2008)
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IOWA

Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status/Next
Steps

Provide technical
assistance. Collaborative
teaching was incorporated intq
lowa’s Federal IDEA 2007
State Personnel Development
Grant (SPDG) that focuses on
skill building and academic
access to assist secondary
students with individualized
education programs to
transition to adult living,
learning, and working.

The IDEA SPDG calls for summer institutes in each of the next 5 years to
bring together general and special education teachers and other service
providers for skill building in all transition issues including collaborative
teaching.

Ongoing for FFY
2007 (2007-2008)

Provide technical
assistance. Continued
dissemination of
Collaborative Teaching DVD
which features 8 lowa
school sites that utilize
collaborative teaching

Approximately 50 additional Collaborative Teaching DVDs were disseminated
in response to requests from lowa educational agencies.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Improve data collection
and reporting. lowa’s
teacher data system (Basic
Educational Data System
Survey) was updated to
verify highly qualified
teacher requirements under
IDEA and NCLB. A
component of the update
was to incorporate a data
field for collaborative and
consultative teaching

A total of 99.38 percent of lowa’s teachers met the highly qualified definitions
under IDEA and NCLB as reported through the new data verification system.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Provide technical
assistance. Universal
Design for Learning (UDL)
training was provided to all
directors of lowa’s AEAs
and opened to all lowa
Department of Education
consultants. The skills
embedded in UDL are a key
component of collaborative
teaching.

All directors of lowa’s AEAs have been trained in Universal Design for
Learning. Approximately 50 consultants from the lowa Department of
Education have been trained in Universal Design for Learning.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Provide technical
assistance. Continued
dissemination of information
regarding approaches to
specially designed
instruction, differentiated
instruction, Universal Design
for Learning, and other
related skill variants for
collaborative teaching

Approximately 500 informational handouts regarding approaches to specially
designed instruction, differentiated instruction, Universal Design for Learning,
and other related skill variants for collaborative teaching.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)

Improve systems
administration and
monitoring. The SEA
provides AEAs and LEAs
with data on achievement of

students with disabilities.

All LEAs and AEAs were notified of determinations status.

Ongoing for FFY
2008 (2008-2009)
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Program development.
AEA Administration and
lowa Department of
Education partnered in root
cause analysis of low
achievement for students
with disabilities and students
from impoverished
backgrounds. Three study
groups were formed.

A vision for improved achievement for all students but in particular students
with IEPs and students from impoverished backgrounds, was crafted and
agreed upon by AEAs and the IDE. A plan for studying schools with higher
achievement of the subgroups IEP and SES was formulated and initial steps
to obtain data were taken. A database of DE sponsored initiatives, their
purpose, cost, and effect, was created.

Database has
been created and
is being populated.
Conversations on
next steps are on-
going. The lowa
Core Curriculum
and the role of
Instructional
Decision-Making
and other
initiatives, are
discussion points.

Program development.
The lowa Core Curriculum
articulates content
standards and learning
progressions expected of all
students in lowa in a variety
of content areas.

An evaluation plan is being crafted for the lowa Core, the expected outcome
is more use of formative assessment at all levels of the system, IEPs aligned
with the lowa Core, formative assessments aligned to the lowa Core, and
differentiated instruction and supplemental strategies in place so that all
students can be taught to achieve at grade level.

All consultants in
the Department
are aligning work
to support the lowa
Core. Learning
progressions
representative of
floor access to the
general curriculum
must be identified
and ways to
measure these
skills ongoing need
to be developed.

Explanation of Progress or Slippage That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

form the basis of discussion that follows.

The analyses of data

On Indicator 3A, slippage is attributed to a significant increase in the targets required to be met in order to
meet AYP in lowa for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Prior to this year the target lines for performance were
relatively smooth, and districts had a decreasingly difficult challenge in meeting AYP over the last few
years. As of FFY 2007, the targets increased significantly, making it very difficult for districts to meet
AYP, even with the implementation of lowa’s Growth Model.

On Indicator 3B, performance maintained in FFY 2007 (2007-2008) and no discussion of progress or
slippage is warranted.

Indicator 3C data have maintained from FFY 2006 (2006-2007) to FFY 2007 (2007-2008) for reading and
improved from FFY 2006 (2006-2007) to FFY 2007 (2007-2008) for math. The SEA attributes this
maintenance and improvement to activities coordinated at the SEA level with lowa’s AEAs and LEAs.
Continued validation and attention to data, (at the SEA, AEA, and LEA levels) have resulted in targeted
activities to improve reading and math performance of all students, including students with disabilities.
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Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for FFY 2008 (2008-2009):

After 2 years of building capacity of the AEAs to lead the work of Collaborative Strategic Reading, the
SEA is transferring implementation from the SEA to AEAs, for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Professional
development materials are provided by the SEA in print and video formats for AEAs and LEAs who
continue to engage in the work. Hence, for SPP/APR reporting for FFY 2007 (2007-2008), CSR will not
be included.

Proposed activities for FFY 2008 (2008-2009) are discussed in Table B3.7. These activities are
consistent with what was proposed in the FFY 2004 (2004-2011) State Performance Plan and describe
activities to be implemented in FFY 2008 (2008-2009) that will allow lowa to meet measureable and
rigorous targets for both FFY 2008 (2008-2009) and the targets continuing in the SPP through FFY 2010
(2010-2011).

(Note: Activities listed as ongoing in Table B3.6 will continue in FFY 2008 (2008-2009), and are not listed

in Table B3.7).

Table B3.7
Proposed Activities for FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
Proposed Proposed Personnel Proposed Anticipated
Activity Resources Timelines Outcomes
Clarify/examine/develop .

. Supplemental reading and
poI|C|_es an_d procedures. . . math programs or supports for
Examine alignment between Indicator 3 lead, Reading and Math LEASs to use with students at-
general education resources instructional consultants, Standards-based - S

A ) 3 March 2009- risk for not achieving at grade
and special education IEP consultants, lowa Core Curriculum June 2010 level achievement standard
resources and where _ consultants, Instructional Decision-making with improved achievement for
supplemental supports in consultants students outside of Part B
general education can be resources
enhanced '
;():L?irgi)(lef);irdm;ggggﬁlr%z Indicator 3 lead, Reading and Math Improved performance of
Examine instructional practices instructional consultants, Standa_rds-based March 2009- students with disabilities on the

IEP consultants, lowa Core Curriculum :
for students on IEPs and June 2010 general assessment with or

determine how to enhance
instruction

consultants, Instructional Decision-making
consultants

without accommodations.

Clarify/examine/develop
policies and procedures.
Study viability of 2% Alternate
Assessment. Develop
Standards-based IEPs and
progress monitoring tools
aligned with lowa Core
Curriculum.

Alternate Assessment team, Indicator 3
lead, Reading and Math instructional
consultants, Standards-based IEP
consultants, lowa Core Curriculum
consultants, Instructional Decision-making
consultants

July 2008-June
2010

Improved instruction for
students with IEPs achieving
below grade level achievement
standard; decision-making
criteria for IEP teams on when
instructional changes are
needed and on test
participation. Validation of 2%
alternate (if developed).

Clarify/examine/develop
policies and procedures.
IEPs need to link to grade

Policies and practices to
support improved achievement

level content standards and January 2009- ith disabiliti
service provision must align Bureau of Student and Family Support July 2009 for Iggfé:gggtzxvi\g;hgO;'rzi?'“ggs'
with research-based practices. Service Consultants with lead of 1 policy services. IEPs aligned with
Changes to instruction need to Administrative Consultant, IDM development. grade Ie\./el content standards
be made when student Consultants, Indicator 3 Consultant Ongoing for Instructional decisions made ’

performance falls below a goal
line representative of the
lowest grade level achievement
standard considered

practice support.

on response to instruction
data.
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Proposed Proposed Personnel Proposed Anticipated
Activity Resources Timelines Outcomes

acceptable to constitute access
to the general curriculum
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

SECTION A. ENROLLMENT DATA FOR THE MATH ASSESSMENT*

IOWA

PAGE 1 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: A - IOWA

DATE OF ENROLLMENT COUNT: 10/1/2007
GRADE LEVEL STUDENTS WITH IEPs (1) ALL STUDENTS (2)
3
4264 34477
4
4761 34264
5
5061 34201
6
5003 34294
7
5068 34872
8
5273 35663
HIGH SCHOOL (SPECIFY GRADE:) 11 4703 36332
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 2 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009
2007-2008 STATE: 1A -IOWA

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK REGULAR ASSESSMENT
ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS
SUBSET (OF 3) WHO TOOK THE ASSESSMENT WITH

GRADE LEVEL TOTAL (3) ACCOMODATIONS (3A)
3

4024 2903
4

4524, 3533
5

4813 3942
6

4790 4055
7

4823 4146
s 5007 4331
HIGH SCHOOL 11

4464 3709
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

STATE:

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

IOWA

PAGE 3 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

IA - IOWA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT

SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE
ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT WAS SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE
BASED ON GRADE LEVEL ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT WAS | ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT WAS
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT BASED ON MODIFIED ACADEMIC [BASED ON ALTERNATE ACADEMIC
GRADE LEVEL TOTAL (4) STANDARDS (4A) ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (4B) | ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (4C)
N 217 0 217
M 218 0 218
5
216 0 216
6
188 0 188
7
220 0 220
8
205 0 205
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
201 0 201
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 4 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009
2007-2008 STATE: IA - IOWA
SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)
STUDENTS COUNTED AS NONPARTICIPANTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH NCLB
STUDENTS WHO DID NOT TAKE ANY ASSESSMENT
STUDENTS WHOSE
ASSESSMENT RESULTS | STUDENTS WHO TOOK AN EXEMPT FOR OTHER
GRADE LEVEL WERE INVALID'(5) OUT OF LEVEL TEST (6) PARENTAL EXEMPTION (7) ABSENT (8) REASONS? (9)
3 9 0 23 0
4 9 0 19 0
5 9 0 32 0
6 9 2 23 0
’ 9 0 25, 0
8 9 0 61 0
HIGH SCHOOL : 11 0
0 38 0
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 5 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: A - IOWA
2007-2008

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT

REGULAR ASSESSMENT BASED ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10A)

TNOTT-]

Proficient| Proficient|
Achievement ot chievement | Act A t| 108 ROW
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL!

GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME
8 2254 1770 4024
4 2368 2156, 4524
5 2619 2194 4813
© 3088 1702 4790)
’ 3299 1524 4823
8 3534 1473 5007
HIGH SCHOOL : 11

3093 1371 4464
LOWEST ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT: Proficient
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 6 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: A - IOWA
2007-2008

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT BASED ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10B)

Achievement | Achievement | Achievement [ Achievement [ Achievement [ Achievement | Achievement | Achievement | Achievement | 10B ROW

Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL*
GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME

3

4

HIGH SCHOOL : 11
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

2007-2008

ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

IOWA

PAGE 7 OF 18

‘OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: A - IOWA

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT BASED ON MODIFIED ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10C)

Number of
students
10CROW fincluded Within
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL! the NCLB 2%
GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME cap®®
3
4
5
6
7
8
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 8 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009
STATE: 1A - IOWA
2007-2008
SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)
ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT BASED ON ALTERNATE ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10D)
. Number of
Non-Proficient| Proficient| Students
woroy [P
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL? s
GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME Cap
3
72 145 217]
4
68, 150 218
5
83 133 216
6
67, 121 188
7
80 140 220
8
99 106 205
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
77, 124 201
LOWEST ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT: Proficient
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

SECTION C. SUMMARY OF THE PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

IOWA

PAGE 9 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: IA-IOWA

TOTAL REPORTED | TOTAL REPORTED |TOTAL REPORTED FOR|TOTAL REPORTED FOR
FOR COLUMN 10A FOR COLUMN 10B [ COLUMN 10C (FROM | COLUMN 10D (FROM

GRADE LEVEL (FROM PAGE 5)* (FROM PAGE 6)* PAGE 7)" PAGE 8)" NO VALID SCORE*? (11) TOTAL™ (12)

3 4024 0 217 23 4264
4 4524 0 218 19 4761
5 4813 0 216 32 5061
N 4790 0 188 25 5003
’ 4823 0 220 25 5068
8 5007, 0 205 61 5273
HIGH SCHOOL : 1 4464 0 201 38 4703

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

SECTION D. ENROLLMENT DATA FOR THE READING ASSESSMENT*

2007-2008

PAGE 10 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: 1A - IOWA

DATE OF ENROLLMENT COUNT:  10/1/02007

GRADE LEVEL STUDENTS WITH IEPs (1) ALL STUDENTS (2)

8 4264 34503
4 4761 34295
5 5061 34211
N 5003 34307
’ 5068 34882
8 5273 35685
HIGH SCHOOL (SPECIFY GRADE:) 11 4703 36341
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

SORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON ST/

2007-2008

ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

IOWA

PAGE 11 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

IA - IOWA

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK REGULAR ASSESSMENT
ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS

LEP STUDENTS IN US < 12 MONTHS
SUBSET (OF 3) WHO TOOK THE WHOSE ENGLISH LANGUAGE
ASSESSMENT WITH ACCOMODATIONS PROFICIENCY (ELP) TEST REPLACED

GRADE LEVEL TOTAL (3) (3A) REGULAR READING ASSESSMENT (3B)
3 4030 2904 0
4

4531 3536 0
5

4832 3963 0
6

4801 4067 0
7

4830 4150 0
8

5054 4373 0
HIGH SCHOOL 1

4475 3721 0
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 12 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

STATE:

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

IA - IOWA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT

SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE ALTERNATE | SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE ALTERNATE SUBSET (OF 4) WHOSE
ASSESSMENT WAS BASED ON ASSESSMENT WAS BASED ON ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT WAS
GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC MODIFIED ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (BASED ON ALTERNATE ACADEMIC
GRADE LEVEL TOTAL (4) ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (4A) STANDARDS (4B) ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (4C)
3
218 0 0 218
4
219 0 0 219
5
220 0 0 220
6
187 0 0 187
7
221 0 0 221
8
210 0 0 210
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
200 0 0 200
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

IOWA

PAGE 13 OF 18

OMB NO. 1820-0659

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: 1A - IOWA

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

STUDENTS COUNTED AS NONPARTICIPANTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH NCLB
STUDENTS WHO DID NOT TAKE ANY ASSESSMENT
STUDENTS WHOSE STUDENTS WHO TOOK
ASSESSMENT RESULTS AN OUT OF LEVEL DID NOT TAKE FOR OTHER|
GRADE LEVEL WERE INVALID(5) TEST (6) PARENTAL EXEMPTION (7) ABSENT (8) REASONS? (9)
8 0 0 0 16 0
4 0 0 0 1 0
5 0 0 0 9 0
6 0 0 2 13 0
’ 0 0 0 17 0
8 0 0 0 9 0
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
0 0 0 28 0

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6
REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT

PAGE 14 OF 18
OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009
STATE: A - IOWA

REGULAR ASSESSMENT BASED ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10A)

TNOTT-|
Proficient| Proficient|
" chi chievement | Ach t| Achi t| 108 ROW
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL!
GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME
8 2657 1373 4030)
4 2837 1694 4531
5 3069 1763 4832
© 3626 1175 4801
’ 3729 1101 4830
8 3859 1195 5054
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
3073 1402 4475
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 6

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

2007-2008

ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

IOWA

PAGE 15 OF 18

OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: 1A - IOWA

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT BASED ON GRADE LEVEL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10B)

Achievement | Achievement | Achievement | Achievement | Achievement | Achievement [ Achievement [ Achievement | Achievement 10B ROW
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL*

GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME
s o
M 0
° 0
° 0
! 0
8 0
HIGH SCHOOL : 11

0
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 16 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2007-2008

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

OMB NO. 1820-0659

FORM EXPIRES: 08/31/2009

STATE: IA - IOWA

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT BASED ON MODIFIED ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS (10C)

Number of
10CROW fstudents included
Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL® | Within the NCLB
GRADE LEVEL TEST NAME 29 Cap™®
3
0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
HIGH SCHOOL : 11
0
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SECTION F. SUMMARY OF THE PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

TOTAL REPORTED | TOTAL REPORTED TOTAL REPORTED TOTAL REPORTED

FOR COLUMN 10A FOR COLUMN 108 FOR COLUMN 10C FOR COLUMN 10D
GRADE LEVEL (FROM PAGE 14)" (FROM PAGE 15)" (FROM PAGE 16)" (FROM PAGE 17)* | NO VALID SCORE™? (11) | TOTAL*® (12)
3 4030 0 0 218 16 4264
4 4531 0 0 219) 11 4761
5 4832 0 0 220 9 5061
N 4801 0 0 187 15 5003
’ 4830 0 0 221 17 5068
8 5054, 0 0 210 9 5273
HIGH SCHOOL : u 4475, 0 0 200 28 4703
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:

The Part B Annual Performance Report (APR) was developed by SEA staff reviewing baseline data,
targets and improvement activities, and drafting a report for each indicator. Once draft indicator reports
were written, stakeholder groups provided input regarding these three components and comments were
compiled. Stakeholder groups included the State Special Education Advisory Panel (SEAP), the Area
Education Agencies (AEA) administration, and the lowa Department of Education staff.

In the OSEP Response Letter to lowa for FFY 2006 (2006-2007), OSEP reported lowa’s status on
Indicator 4 as:

The State revised the improvement activities for this indicator in its SPP and OSEP accepts those
revisions.

The State’s FFY 2006 reported data for this indicator are 3.01%. These data represent slippage
from the FFY 2005 data of 2.2%.

The State did not meet its FFY 2006 target of 1.5%.
OSEP’s Analysis and Next Steps for lowa included:

OSEP’s June 15, 2007 FFY 2005 SPP/APR response table required the State to demonstrate in
the FFY 2006 APR, due February 1, 2008, that when it identified significant discrepancies it has
reviewed, and if appropriate revised, policies, procedures, and practices relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of positive behavioral interventions and
supports, and procedural safeguards to ensure compliance with the IDEA for the LEAs identified
as having significant discrepancies in the FFY 2005 APR. The State reported that it developed a
review protocol to address the required review and applied the review protocol to the data from
FFY 2005 (2005-2006) in 2007-2008 and made findings of noncompliance in 3 key areas (Other
Provisions Required for State Eligibility, Suspension and Expulsion Rates, Review and Revision
of Policies, Prior Notice by the Public Agency; Content of Notice, and Authority of School
Personnel). On page 51 of the FFY 2006 APR, the State reported that in FFY 2005 (2005-2006),
eight findings of noncompliance were made, one in each district; in FFY 2006 (2006-2007), five
of eight findings were corrected; and no enforcement action was taken in FFY 2006 related to
this noncompliance.

The State reported that noncompliance in FFY 2005, as a result of the review required by 34 CFR
8300.170(b), was partially corrected. The State must demonstrate, in the FFY 2007 APR, due
February 1, 2009, that the uncorrected noncompliance was corrected.

OSEP looks forward to the State’s data demonstrating improvement in performance in the FFY
2007 APR, due February 1, 20009.

In reporting on this indicator in the FFY 2007 APR, due February 1, 2008, the State must
describe the results of the State’s examination of data from FFY 2007 (2007-2008). In addition,
the State must describe the review, and if appropriate revision, of policies, procedures, and
practices relating to the development and implementation of IEPs, the use of positive behavioral
interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards to ensure compliance with the IDEA for
the LEAs identified with significant discrepancies in FFY 2006, as required by 34 CFR
8300.170(b).
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In this APR, lowa will: (a) report actual target data, (b) describe the results of the State’s examination of
data from FFY 2007 (2007-2008), (c) describe the review, and if appropriate revision, of policies,
procedures, and practices relating to the development and implementation of IEPs, the use of positive
behavioral interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards to ensure compliance with the IDEA for
the LEAs identified with significant discrepancies in FFY 2006, as required by 34 CFR §300.170(b), and
(d) report on improvement activities and explain progress or slippage, and (d) justify any changes to
targets or improvement activities.

Performance on Indicator 4B is not required to be reported per instructions from OSEP. Measurement
and targets on 4B are not included in this APR submission.

The SEA will report to the public progress/and or slippage in meeting the “measurable and rigorous
targets” found in the SPP/APR by posting on the State of lowa Department of Education website
(http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=552&Itemid=592
) sometime after Feb 1, 2009 but no later than April 2, 2009, the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) APR submitted to
OSEP. Any changes to the SPP accepted by OSEP will be posted within 30 days of receipt of the FFY
2007 (2007-2008) response letter to lowa expected for receipt prior to July 1, 2009.

Performance of AEAs and LEAs on appropriate indicators will be posted by June 2, 2009. AEA profiles
are posted at: http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/599/586/, district profiles are posted at:
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/600/586/.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 4(A): Rates of suspension and expulsion:

A. Percent of districts identified by the State as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))

The following measurement was a requirement of the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) for
both the six-year State Performance Plan and each Annual Performance Report.

Measurement:

A. Percent = # of districts identified by the State as having significant discrepancies in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year
divided by # of districts in the State times 100.

Include State’s definition of “significant discrepancy.”

The percent of districts identified as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and
expulsions of children with disabilities is a performance indicator. Therefore, each state was allowed by
OSEP to set their own target from baseline data. The SEA, with input from stakeholder groups,
established measurable rigorous targets ranging from 1.50% to 1.00% of districts identified as having
significant discrepancy in suspensions and expulsions over the span of the six-year State Performance
Plan. The SEA’s definition of significant discrepancy is 2.00% above the state average in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year. The
state uses both in-school and out-of-school suspensions as well as expulsions in making this calculation.

In- school and out-of-school suspension are both defined as an “administrative or school board removal
of a student from school classes or activities for disciplinary reasons,” with a student still being under the

(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 12/09/2009) Indicator B4 - Page 49


http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=552&Itemid=592
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/index.php?option=com_content&task=category&sectionid=22&id=552&Itemid=592
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/599/586/
http://www.iowa.gov/educate/content/view/600/586/

Part B APR FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

IOWA

supervision of school officials during an in-school suspension. Expulsion is defined as “a school board
removal of a student from school classes and activities for disciplinary reasons,” (Collecting and
Reporting Juvenile Incident and Discipline Data in lowa Schools, 2005).

The percent of districts with significant discrepancy is calculated by (1) identifying districts 2.00% or more
above of the SEA’s rate of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10
days in a school year, (2) dividing the number of districts with this significant discrepancy by the total
number of districts in the state, and (3) multiplying by 100.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2007 A. 1.50% or less of districts are identified as having a significant discrepancy
2007-2008) of 2.00% above the State average in the rates of suspensions and
(2007- expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school
year.
B. Indicator 4B not required by OSEP

Actual Target Data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Figure B4.1 depicts suspension and expulsion data for FFY 2007 (2007-2008) as the percent of districts
identified as having a significant discrepancy of 2.00% above the state average in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year.

50

45

40

35

w
o

N
(9]

Percent of Districts
= N
(0] o

[
o

5
0 . . . - : *
(Egge‘ti’:; 2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09 | 2009-10 | 2010-11
State 1.50 2.20 3.01 2.75
——Target 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.30 1.20 1.00

Figure B4.1. SEA Percent of Districts Identified with Significant Discrepancy of Suspensions and Expulsions and the SEA
Target. Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER Tables, FFY 2007 (2007-2008).
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Figure B4.1 shows that the SEA did not meet the FFY 2007 (2007-2008) target of 1.50 percent of districts
having a significant discrepancy of 2.00% above the state average in the rates of suspensions and
expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year, with the actual target data
being 2.75% of districts. Performance in FFY 2007 (2007-2008) represents an improvement from FFY
2006 (2006-2007), however.

Table B4.1 provides the actual numbers used to address the measurement for Indicator 4A.

Table B4.1

Number of Districts Exceeding Measurement, Total Number of Districts, and Percent of Districts Exceeding Measurement
Description Number
(a) Number of students with IEPs enrolled, ages 6-21 63332
(b) Number of Students with IEPs suspended or expelled for greater than 10 days 650
(c) State average percent of students with IEPs suspended or expelled for greater than 10

_ A 1.03
days [c = (b/a) * 100]
(d) Threshold for significant discrepancy = state average + 2.00% (Percent = ¢c+2.00) 3.03
(e) Number of districts with an average suspension/expulsion rate greater than the threshold 10
(d)
(f) Total number of districts 364
(9) B4 Percent = e/f*100 2.75

Source. lowa Department of Education Project EASIER Tables, FFY 2007 (2007-2008) and lowa 618 Table 4, FFY 2007 (2007-
2008).

State Review of Policies, Procedures, and Practices Relating to the Development and
Implementation of IEPs, the Use of Positive Behavioral Interventions and Supports, and
Procedural Safeguards to Ensure Compliance with Part B of the IDEA as Required by 34 CFR
§300.170(b)

In Fall of FFY 2007 (2007-2008), lowa’s process for reviewing district policies, procedures, and practices
was revised and applied to districts identified in the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) data. Data for FFY 2007
(2007-2008) were available in October 2008, and the review will be applied to districts identified in the
FFY 2007 (2007-2008) data by June 30, 2009. The revision of lowa’s review process is included in its
entirety and the end of Indicator 4, in addition to the original review process. The review process from
FFY 2006 (2006-2007) included the following steps:

(1) File review of individual students with IEPs with greater than 10 days of
suspension/expulsion

(2) Written interview question protocol

(3) Formal document review

In order to further aid districts in their action planning process, districts identified as nhoncompliant for FFY
2007 (2007-2008) in the area of suspension/expulsion will participate in a three-tiered review and action
planning process which includes:

(1) A formal document review

(2) A filereview of individual students with IEPs who have had 10 or more days of
suspension/expulsion

(3) Analysis of the data from tiers one and two and the development of a District Action
Plan
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(4) Assignment of a contact person at the lowa Department of Education

A description of the three-tiered process follows.

Three-Tiered Approach to LEA Review and Action Planning
for Suspension and Expulsion
Tier One
1. Document Review will be completed by LEA and AEA staff. An ICN will be provided for districts
explaining the Document .
Tier Two
2. |EP File Review will be completed by LEA and AEA staff members. Training on the file review
template will be included in the above ICN sessions. Reviews will be conducted on files from the
previous year for identified students. The purpose is to review IEP components related to
discipline and behavior, as well as the development and implementation of the identified students’
IEPs.
Tier Three
3. An analysis of the data gathered through tiers one and two is then conducted and a District Action
Plan is completed. The required Action Plan tool is provided. This tool provides guidance on the
completion of the analysis and the contents of District Action Plan.

Department of Ed. Contacts

In support of LEAs and AEAs, each identified distinct will be assigned a DE contact person. This
person will be able to assist districts if questions arise about the review process or action plans. The DE
Contacts will be following up with districts on their District Action Plans during the year. The DE contacts
will provide support and can assist with linking districts with DE resources and upcoming learning
opportunities. DE Contacts will submit a summary at the end of the year to the DE describing the growth
made on actions and with student Suspension/Expulsion data.

Results from the review of policies, procedures and practices conducted by the SEA for districts identified
as significantly discrepant for FFY 2006 (2006-2007) are provided in Table B4.2. Review areas were
rated as Compliant (C) or Noncompliant (N).

Table B4.2
Findings for Indicator B4, FFY 2006 (2006-2007)

Number of Programs Number of Programs

Monitored Reviewed Number of Findings

Compliance Requirement

Review and Revision of
Policies 364 11 7
34 CFR § 300.170(b)

Prior Notice by the Public
Agency 364 11 0
34 CFR § 300.503

Authority of School Personnel

34 CFR § 300.530 364 1 8

Source. lowa Project EASIER, FFY 2006 (2006-2007) AND Indicator B4 Review Protocol FFY 2007 (2007-2008).

Data in Table B4.2 indicate that for FFY 2006 (2006-2007) 7 of 11 districts were found to be noncompliant
in the policies, procedures and practices relating to the development and implementation of IEPSs, the use
of positive behavioral interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards (41.170 [2]-Suspension and
expulsion rates. Review and revision of policies). As corrective action, the SEA required the district to
review and revise policies, procedures and practices relating to the development and implementation of
IEPs, the use of positive behavioral interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards within 45 days
of receipt of the report of noncompliance. The State will review revisions to policies, procedures, and
practices made by LEAs to ensure corrections were completed no later than 1 year from the date on
which findings were identified.
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Zero out of 11 districts were noncompliant in providing prior written notice for students involved in change
of placements consistent with the discipline provisions of IDEA 2004 (41.503- Prior notice by the public
agency; content of notice). As corrective action, the SEA required the District to develop a procedure for
giving parents prior written notice for students involved in change of placements consistent with the
discipline provisions of IDEA 2004 within 45 days of receipt of the report of noncompliance.

Eight of 11 districts were found noncompliant in establishing a procedure for the training of staff regarding
the discipline provisions of IDEA 2004 (41.530 Authority of school personnel). As corrective action, the
SEA required the district to review and revise district’s policies, procedures and practices regarding the
discipline provisions of IDEA 2004 within 45 days of receipt of the report of noncompliance.

Summary of Corrective Actions of SEA for Indicator 4

In the Response Letter to lowa for the FFY 2006 (2006-2007) APR, OSEP provided specific instructions
to lowa to correct Indicator 4. Most of the corrective actions have been discussed in the text above.
However, for clarity, each required action, and the remedy, is presented in Table B4.3.

Table B4.3
Side-by-Side of OSEP Instruction in FFY 2006 Response Letter to lowa,
and lowa Corrective Action Even Though Corrective Action Occurred in FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

OSEP Instruction

lowa Remedy

The State reported that noncompliance in FFY 2005, as
a result of the review required by 34 CFR 8300.170(b),
was partially corrected. The State must demonstrate, in
the FFY 2007 APR, due February 1, 2009, that the
uncorrected noncompliance was corrected.

The SEA ensured that all noncompliance from FFY 2005
was subsequently corrected by (a) ensuring that the
district(s) for which findings were issued no longer
exceeded the state average for suspensions/expulsions
of students with disabilities and/or (b) ensuring that the
district(s) implemented a corrective action plan.

In reporting on this indicator in the FFY 2007 APR, due
February 1, 2008, the State must describe the results of
the State’s examination of data from FFY 2007 (2007-
2008). In addition, the State must describe the review,
and if appropriate revision, of policies, procedures, and
practices relating to the development and
implementation of IEPs, the use of positive behavioral
interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards
to ensure compliance with the IDEA for the LEAs
identified with significant discrepancies in FFY 2006, as
required by 34 CFR §300.170(b).

Data reported for Indicator 4A in this submission if the
APR are for FFY 2007, meeting the requirement that the
state describe the results of data for FFY 2007. The
review of policies, procedures and practices described in
this submission of the APR is for LEAs identified with
significant discrepancies in FFY 2006, meeting the
requirement that the state describe the review.

Source: OSEP Letter to lowa. lowa APR for FFY 2006 (2006-2007)
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage That
Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008):

Discussion of Improvement Activities That Occurred for FFY 2007 (2007-2008). Meeting targets for each
indicator in the SPP is a priority for lowa, and resources have been committed to each indicator and
across indicators, to impact actual target data for each FFY on which performance is reported.

Consistent with activities documented in the SPP, several improvement activities were implemented to
impact meeting the targets for this indicator. While activities have not changed, the headings used to

describe each activity were changed to match the Improvement Activity headings in the APR Checklists.

Improvement activities, Measureable Outcomes, and Status/Next Steps are summarized in Table B4.4.

Table B4.4

Improvement Activities Completed for FFY 2007 (2007-2008)

Improvement Activity

Measureable Outcomes

Status / Next Steps

Improve data collection and reporting. Data
were verified within the Project EASIER system.

Improved accuracy of suspension and
expulsion data.

Ongoing for FFY 2008
(2008-2009) an